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in half on money borrowed from the
subsidized loan program which includes
those very same Pell Grant recipients.
I think 25 or 30 percent of them go on
to borrow money from this program,
and also middle income families who
are feeling the financial strain of hav-
ing one kid or two or three kids in col-
lege at the same time.

We estimate that the savings over
the life of that loan will be above
$4,000, almost $4,500 for those individ-
uals. That is a very substantial sav-
ings, and it is what we know that the
young people calculate what is going to
be the cost of college, and that includes
the interest rates that they are going
to have to pay back. As we know, there
is forbearance against the payment of
interest rates while the students are in
college, but upon graduation, they
start paying that money back, and that
interest rate is a significant cost for
those students.

We also try to make sure that those
individuals who have chosen to go into
public service can understand that
there will be some relief for their ef-
forts through a loan forgiveness pro-
gram for policemen, firemen, teachers,
teachers of special ed, prosecutors,
public defenders, all of whom enter
professions that don’t have the highest
economic rewards at the outset, but we
want them to go into those professions
as services to our communities. And we
want to make sure that they do so so
we can continue to hold civil society
together in this country and receive
the benefits of their work and they will
not be so burdened by the loans that
they will choose to go elsewhere and
leave society without the use of their
talents, as I say, in health care, law en-
forcement, education, and so many
other fields that are important to this.

And following on the passage of the
COMPETES Act, we provide for highly
qualified teachers in every classroom.
In the TEACH Act, we recognize the
importance of highly skilled math and
science teachers, and we identify those
people who are performing in an exem-
plary fashion in college and offer them
tuition assistance if they go into
teaching math and science and go into
those schools in high need. That would
provide $4,000 in up-front tuition assist-
ance for those individuals.

We also make landmark investments
of $500 million in Historically Black
Colleges and Universities, Hispanic-
serving institutions, tribal colleges,
and Alaska/Hawaiian Native colleges.
We have a problem of fully qualified
minority students going to some of
these colleges and really not being able
to stay for a host of reasons. We have
had discussions with the heads of State
college systems and university systems
and others about this problem, and the
fact of the matter is we have to do
more to support those students so they
can successfully negotiate the college
education that they seek to pursue.

So this legislation is comprehensive.
It is important. We did it by taking
away the excessive subsidies to the stu-
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dent lending agencies, subsidies that
were identified as excessive a number
of years ago in the President’s budget
and by the OMB, and we recycled those
successive savings to the benefit of the
students and their families who once
again are going into great financial
stress to make sure that their children
will have an opportunity at a college
education that we recognize is so im-
portant in terms of their future ability
to fully participate in the American
economy, the American society, and to
provide for their families.
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As we pointed out, this legislation is
the largest commitment of Federal re-
sources since the GI Bill of 1944. We
think it’s important. We would hope to
have an affirmative vote to go to con-
ference on the motion to instruct, and
then we could proceed with the con-
ference in the coming days.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. HOEKSTRA. Mr. Speaker, I com-
pliment my colleague. I thank you for
the support on this motion to instruct,
and with that, I would also then like to
yield 4 minutes to my colleague from
Utah (Mr. BISHOP).

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker,
allow me rhetorically, if I can, just to
concentrate on one issue, the one at
hand, which is the significant proposal,
the motion to instruct made by the
gentleman from Michigan.

As a member of the Armed Services
Committee, as well as the Education
Committee, I strongly support this ex-
tremely important motion that has
been given to us today.

On the day in July when my State
celebrates the arrival of the pioneers
into Salt Lake Valley, in a remote
Pakistani town, the Pakistani police
were closing in on one house that had
been given as an intelligence tip that
the top Taliban leader was inside. Ac-
cording to the Washington Post, this
Taliban leader, Abdullah Mehsud, if I
have pronounced that properly, was a
short, round man in his early thirties,
who had been an active Taliban com-
mander in Pakistan for many years.

Amazingly, though, this same man
had been among the first military de-
tainees at Guantanamo and had been
released in 2004. Upon his release, what
did he do? Go back to Pakistan, once
again working with the Taliban, help-
ing al Qaeda infiltrators coming into
the rugged mountains area of Paki-
stan.

But on this fateful day back in July,
with the Pakistani police closing in,
this top Taliban leader, who only the
year before had been leading terrorist
activities against mosques, had kid-
napped a couple of Chinese engineers,
and who knows what else, pulled the
pin on a hand grenade and blew himself
up rather than resubmit to the au-
thorities.

It’s memorable and reminds one of
the extravagances that took place in
March of 2004 in Madrid when the sub-
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way bombings killed 200, injured 2,000
people. This al Qaeda-inspired terrorist
activity and the leaders of that were
tracked down by Spanish authorities;
and as they surrounded the apartment
where they were, the terrorists, the al
Qaeda terrorists, had preplanned their
own self-martyrdom by having wired
their own apartment. So as the police
closed in upon them, they pushed the
button, not only blowing themselves up
but also almost imploding the entire
building, which would have killed hun-
dreds of other innocent victims.

Now, the reason, Mr. Speaker, that I
present these two anecdotal stories is
simply this: these people are not nice
people. They’re murderers of the worst
sort. They’re ideologically driven to
kill. They would stop at nothing to try
and kill as many men, women and chil-
dren, if possible, in their goals of maxi-
mizing the amount of pain and destruc-
tion, especially those relating to us.
They do not belong on American soil,
nor do they belong to be released back
to their own countries, where they can
reorganize again, in this war, not just
again on terror, but also the war
against civilization and basic human-
ity.

The motion to instruct asks this con-
ference to accept the language passed
in a similar bill in the Senate on an
overwhelming 94-3 vote that rejects
transferring a terrorist detained in
Guantanamo to the United States soil.
Our penal system, as we envision it, is
one of rehabilitation. Obviously, these
people have not been rehabilitated; and
as we discuss what we will do as our op-
tions, as we discuss any kind of closure
that may take place in Guantanamo,
we should obviously say which options
are not acceptable.

Moving any of these prisoners to the
United States is simply not acceptable.
Returning them to their homes is sim-
ply not acceptable. Destroying the in-
telligence value we have at Guanta-
namo is simply not acceptable.

This sense of the Congress resolution
simply is one of those things that this
body, the people’s body, the House of
Representatives, should overwhelm-
ingly support. I cannot imagine anyone
honestly believing it is a good idea to
close Guantanamo and bring these in-
dividuals into our neighborhoods and
into our backyards, nor to release
them back to their country of origin
where they’d be free to reorganize
themselves.

As Mr. MCCONNELL said on the floor
today, this is not a motion simply for
the status quo. Flexibility of what our
choices will be would still be allowed,
but it does clearly say that the one op-
tion that is not acceptable would be a
closing of Guantanamo Bay with the
only option being of removing these
people and bringing them back into our
neighborhoods, back into our homes
and back on American soil.

For that, I appreciate what the gen-
tleman from Michigan has done in
bringing this once again to our atten-
tion so that we can join the Senate in



